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pomarks/Arauments 

Claims 1-20 are rejected. 
Claims 1 and 10 are amended. 

Claims 8 and 18 are cancelled and are incorporated into Claims 1 and 10, 
respectively. 

Claim 1 is amended to incorporate limitations from now cancelled Claim 8 
regarding the exclusion of the playback of a video clip in view of a parental control. 
Support for this amendment is found in the specification on page 6, lines 17-25, 
cancelled Claim B, and in other places. 

Claim 10 is amended to incorporate limitations from now cancelled Claim 18 
regarding the exclusion of the playback of a video dip in view of a ^«*h sontrol. 
Support for this amendment is found in the specificat.on on page 6, lines 1 7-25, 
cancelled Claim 18, and in other places. 

No new matter was added in view of these amendments. 



I 35 I I R C, S 102 REJECTIONS 

1 The Examiner rejected Claims 1 and 10 under 35 U.S.C. § 102 (b) as be.ng 

anticipated by Schein et al. (U.S. Patent # 6,075,575 hereafter referred to as 
•Schein"). Applicants disagree with this ground of rejection. 

Claim 1 is amended to incorporate Claim 8 as to claim that the ' the 
launching of the video clip preview is inhibited if a program corresponding to the 
video clip preview and corresponding to the highlighted program t,tled cell ,s 
restricted according to a user profile based parental control". The operate of 
parental controls controlling the playback of a video clip preview ,s nerther 
disclosed nor suggested in Schein. Applicants note that this is also acknowledged 
by the Examiner in the rejection to Claim 8, which has now been incorporated ,nto 
Claim 1 . 

Schein discloses a procedure for creating a favorites list (see Schein, col, 
12 lines 34-67). This operation of Schein is not related to excluding content-rated 
programs and an associated video clip preview using a parental control, as 
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claimed in Claim 1 - Furthermore, nothing In Schein either discloses or suggests 
an operation of using a parental control to restrict the viewing of v,deo cl.p 
previews of content-rated programs. 

For the forgoing reasons. Claim 1 is allowable and Applicants request that 
the Examiner remove the rejection to this claim. Claim 10 is allowable for the 
reasons listed in connection for Claim 1 because Claim 10 possesses the same 
claim limitations as Claim 1. Applicants request the removal of the rejects to 
Claim 10, as well. 

n as 1I.S C.S1 p a REJECTIONS 

A Rejection of Claim 8 (now as amended Claim 1) and Claim 18 (now amended 
as Claim 10) 

The Examiner rejected previously filed Claims 8 and 18 (now incorporated 
in Claims 1 and 10, respectively) under 35 U AC. § 103 (a) as being unpatentable 
by Schein in view of Maissel et al. (U.S. Patent #6.637,029, hereafter referred to 
as 'Maissel'). Applicants disagree. 

Claim 1 , as amended claims the elements of "browsing and navigating 
through the grid guide to highlight a program titled cell and "the display of the video 
clip preview is inhibited if a program corresponding to the video clip prevew and 
corresponding to the highlighted program titled cell is restricted according to a user 
profile based parental control". These claimed elements are neither disclosed nor 
suggested in Schein or Maissel, alone or in combination. 

Specifically in the Final Rejection, the Examiner rejected cancelled Claim 8 
(now Incorporated into Claim 1) as being disclosed by Maissel where "a v.ewer 
preference profile including parental control information which may be used to 
eliminate certain programs having certain ratings from the program guide so that 
they are suitable for viewing by children." (Final Rejection, page 5. lines 6-12). 

Applicants note the elimination of programs described in Maissel is the 
actual elimination of a program listing in the program guide or the actual 
modification of "objectionable descriptions and/or icons so that they are suitable for 
viewing by children," (Maissel, col. 14, lines 24-33). This removal of a program 
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listing from a program guide, as desalted in Mate*, would mean that such a 

could not be highlighted, as Calmed in Claim 1 . b-J«-£i a 
Laram listing would be excluded from the electronic program gu.de Other 
Z «ca^ns?o an electronic program guide are described in Maisse such as 
T~he order of program listings, changing the order of channels, removmg 
ceXrograms from the program guide, highlighting certain programs, or 
h^hting certain programs In the program guide (Maisse., col. 13, hnes 54-67). 

Hence, Schein combined with Maissel teaches that the listings in a program 
gui de wou d be modified in view of parental control information. This comb,nat^ 
^Lences is not the same thing as "browsing and navigatmg through the grid 
%TZW* "gram titledcel, and "the disp.ay of the video J*^"^ 
Ibited if a program corresponding to the video clip P rev,ew and cor^pond^g 
the highlighted program tit.ed cell is restricted accord.ng to a user prof.le based 
parental control" as claimed in Claim 1. 

For the forgoing reasons, Claim 1 is allowable and Applicants request that 
the Examiner remove the reaction to this claim. Claim 10 is allowable for the 
reasons listed in connection for Claim 1 because Claim 10 
claim limitations as Claim 1 . Applicants request the removal of the re,ect,on to 

Claim 10, as well. 

B. Rejection of Claims 2-5 and 11-14 

The Examiner rejected Claims 2-5 and 11-14 under 35 U S£ § * 103(a) as 
being unpatentable by Schein in view of Rowe at al. (U.S. Patent #5,812,1 23, 
hereafter referred to as 'Rows'). Applicants disagree. 

For the forgoing reasons listed above for Claims 1 and 1 0. dependent 
Claims 2-5 and dependent Claims 11-14 are patentable, as these cla.ms depend 
on cTims 1 and 10. respectively. Applicants request that the Examiner remove 
the rejection to these claims. 

C. Rejection of Claims 6, 7, 9, and 15-17 
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■ * , rioImcfi 7 q and 15-17 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) 
T u fl examiner reiected Claims 6, /, a, ana io ■ 
as JXZZZZ* Scheln in view of Rowe and in former view =. Reynolds 
(U.S. Patent # 6,563,515). Applicants disagree. 

For the forgoing reasons listed above for Claims 1 and 10, dependent 
Claims , , 7^52 dependent Claims 15-17 are patentable, as these da* 
dlZd on etime 1 and 10, respectively. Applicants regues, fha, the Exanvner 
remove the rejection to these claims. 



D. Rejection of Claims 19 and 20 

The Examiner rejected Claims 19 and 20 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Schein. Applicants d.sagree. 

For the forgoing reasons listed above for Claims 1 and 1 0. dependent 
Claims Z Z ^patentable, as these claims depend on Ciaim 10. Applets 
request that the Examiner remove the rejection to these damns. 

Having fully addressed the Examiner's rejections it is believed that, in view 
of the preceding amendments and remarks, this application is in condition or 
**Z:: ^l«^ reconsideration and allowance are respectfu.iy so c ed. 
Tf however the Examiner is of the opinion that such action cannot be taken, the 
LamTnlr is nvited tT contact the applicant's attorney at (609) 734-6809 so that a 
"convenient date and time for a te.eohonic interview may be scheduled. 

App.icants are filing a Request for Continuing Examination and a request for 
a one-month extension under 37 C.F.R. 1 .1 1 6(a) wrth this ™P°™Le7xo Deposit 
additional fees owed in connection with this response are to be charged to Deposrt 

Account 07-0832. 

Respectfully submitted, 




By: Jq#1M. Fogelson 
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